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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1, 2, 5, 6-9, 12, 14 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Menard of record. 

Regarding claims 1 and 12, Menard teaches an apparatus for detecting a 
material of a surface of a flat object on a stack of flat objects, the flat objects being 
printing plates (media plate M, Fig. 7A and col. 13, line 41), separated by interlayers 
(interleaf, col. 13, line 44) in the stack (cassette, col. 13, line 12) with a sensor 
apparatus (149, Fig. 7a) containing a sensor carrier (151 , Fig. 7a), electronics 
(controller 21, col. 13, line 43), and electrodes (153, 155, Fig. 7a) resting on the surface 
of a flat object for conducting a measuring current through the surface of the flat object 
(col. 13, line 61), and the sensor electronics having an evaluation device for 
distinguishing between the rear underside of printing plates (col. 13, line 45) and the 
interlayers (controller 21, col. 13, line 43). 

Menard does not explicitly use an evaluation device for distinguishing between 
an exposure layer of the printing plates and the interlayer. However, Menard includes a 
controller 21 (col. 14, line 25) and an inductive coil (col. 13, line 12) for sensing 
magnetic material of the plates as well as a conductive paper sensor (col. 13, line 42) 
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which provides the apparatus necessary to perform the same function of an evaluation 
device for distinguishing between an exposure layer of the printing plates and the 
interlayer (col. 13, line 10-20) and has the same intended use. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have used the controller as an evaluation device with the 
sensors in the apparatus of Menard for the purpose and benefit of discriminating 
between the exposure layer of the printing plates and interlayers, as suggested by 
Menard (col. 13, line 8-10). 

Regarding claims 2 and 14, Menard inherently measures resistance and 
conductivity with his conductive paper sensor (149, Fig. 7a) which measures current 
flow (col. 13, line 60-65) and its inverse, resistance (no current flow, col. 13, line 65) on 
the surface of a flat object. 

Regarding claims 6 and 18, Menard teaches a surface detection of a flat object of 
metal and paper (col. 13, line 40-45). 

Regarding claim 7, Menard teaches a loading device for printing plates and the 
sensor is integrated into the loading device (cassette, col. 13, line 12). 

Regarding claim 8, the lifting and suction elements for gripping the printing plates 
with the lifting device integrated into the lifting device is taught by Menard (col. 14, line 
38). 

Regarding claims 5 and 9, Menard's conductive paper sensor detects the 
absence of an interleaf which may be on the underside of the metal media printing plate 
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that would cause a short-circuit for the two-electrode sensors. Therefore, Menard 
inherently teaches a short-circuit detector as well. 

3. Claims 16 and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Menard in view of Pratt (5,899,313). 

The teachings of Menard are reviewed above. 

Menard does not teach varying a frequency of the measuring current using a 
controllable frequency generator; carrying out a plurality of measurements at different 
frequencies; and distinguishing a surface material by depending on the frequency of the 
voltage which is applied to the sensor electrodes. 

Pratt, from an analogous field of endeavor, teaches varying a frequency of the 
measuring current (output of 741 , Fig. 4) using a controllable frequency generator (Wein 
bridge oscillator, Fig. 4 and col. 4, line 11); carrying out a plurality of measurements at 
different frequencies (col. 3, line 14); and distinguishing a surface material by depending 
on the frequency of the voltage (voltage controlled oscillator, col. 4, line 25) which is 
applied to the sensor electrodes (frequency capture range, col. 3, line 1-10). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have used a controllable frequency generator as suggested by 
Pratt to carry out a plurality of measurements at different frequencies in Menard 's 
surface material sensor, for the benefit of distinguishing surface materials depending on 
the frequency of the voltage which is applied to the sensor electrodes. 
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4. Claims 3 and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Menard, in view of Ganton of record. 

Regarding claim 13, the teachings of Menard are reviewed above. 

Menard does not teach measuring current with a frequency generator by 
applying high frequency voltage to the sensor electrodes. However, it is also well known 
in electrical circuit design that generating a measuring current is inherent and required 
to a measurement of voltage, especially to charge up capacitors and also, every current 
measurement necessitates a voltage measurement, as implied by claim 13. 

Ganton, from the same field of endeavor, teaches a measuring current with a 
frequency generator by applying high frequency voltage to the sensor electrodes (1, Fig. 
1 ). Ganton also uses an operational amplifier (7, Fig. 1) which is known in the art to only 
operate by measuring input current, no matter how small. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have used Ganton's high frequency generator with the apparatus 
of Menard to generate a measuring current by applying high voltage to sensor 
electrodes for detecting the material of a surface of a flat object since the high 
frequency impedance between surfaces varies widely, making detection easier. 

Regarding claim 3, the teachings of Menard are reviewed above. 

Menard does not explicitly teach sensor electrodes containing a frequency 
generator connected to them, a rectifier connected to the sensor electrodes, a 
measurement amplifier connected to the rectifier, comparators connected to the 
amplifier and an evaluation unit connected to the comparators. 
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Ganton teaches a frequency generator (1 , Fig. 1 ) connected to sensor 
electrodes, a rectifier (8, Fig. 1), a measurement amplifier connected to the rectifier (11, 
Fig. 1) which is also a comparator. The evaluation unit is implicitly part of the sensor 
electronics since the comparator (1 1 , Fig. 1 ) must output to some type of evaluation 
unit, as is well known in the art. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have used Ganton's frequency generator connected to sensor 
electrodes of Menard with rectifier and comparator amplifier for the purpose of 
evaluating the surface material of printing plates which may contain paper interlayers 
that need to be detected and removed efficiently. 

5. Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Menard 
Menard and further in view of Ganton and Nakamura of record. 
The teachings of Menard are reviewed above. 

Menard does not explicitly teach sensor electrodes containing a frequency 
generator connected to them, a rectifier connected to the sensor electrodes, a 
measurement amplifier connected to the rectifier, an A-D connected to the amplifier and 
an evaluation unit connected to the A-D converter. 

Ganton teaches a frequency generator (1, Fig. 1) connected to sensor 
electrodes, a rectifier (8, Fig. 1), a measurement amplifier connected to the rectifier (1 1 , 
Fig. 1) which is also a comparator. The evaluation unit is implicitly part of the sensor 
electronics since the comparator (1 1 , Fig. 1 ) must output to some type of evaluation 
unit, as is well known in the art. 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have used Ganton's frequency generator connected to sensor 
electrodes of Menard with rectifier and comparator amplifier for the purpose of 
evaluating the surface material of printing plates which may contain paper interlayers 
that need to be detected and removed efficiently. 

Menard as modified by Ganton (M-G) does not teach an analog to digital 
converter connected to the amplifier and with the evaluation unit connected to the 
analog to digital converter (ADC). 

Nakamura, from the same field of endeavor, teaches an ADC (74, Fig. 37 and 
col. 9, line 58) and a comparator evaluation unit (202, Fig. 37) connected to the ADC. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have used Nakamura's ADC and evaluation unit with the sensor 
electronics of M-G for the purpose of digitizing the signal for better and more precise 
analysis and storage. 

6. Claim 15 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Menard 
and further in view of Nakamura of record. 

The teachings of Menard are reviewed above, which imply the conversion of any 
measuring current into a measuring voltage. 

Menard does not explicitly convert the measuring current into a measuring 
voltage and recognize the material forming the surface from a voltage range in which 
the measuring voltage lies. 
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Nakamura teaches the conversion of a measuring current into a measuring 
voltage (col. 9, line 10-18) and recognizes the material forming the surface from a 
voltage range in which the measuring voltage lies (basis of reference voltage, col. 9, line 
18-22). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have used Nakamura's voltage conversion of the measuring 
current with the sensor electronics of Menard for the express purpose of recognizing the 
material forming the surface from a voltage range in which the measuring voltage lies, 
with the benefit of an efficient use of the comparator. 

Allowable Subject Matter 
7. Claim 17 is objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but 
would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the 
original base claim and any intervening claims. 

The following is a complete statement of reasons for the indication of allowable 
subject matter, since the base claim and intervening claims have been amended 
previously: A method for detecting a material of a surface of a flat object on a stack of 
flat objects being printing plates, which are separated by interlayers using sensor 
electrodes resting on the surface of the flat object and connected to sensor electronics 
for conducting a measuring current through the surface of the flat object; varying a 
frequency of the measuring current using a controllable frequency generator; converting 
the measuring current into a measuring voltage; carrying out a plurality of 
measurements at different frequencies; evaluating measuring voltages determined from 
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the plurality of measurements to detect the material of the surface, depending on the 
frequency of the voltage that is applied to the sensor electrodes, in order to distinguish 
between an exposure layer of the printing plates, the interlayers, and a rear of the 
printing plates, to see whether a paper interlayer is still lying on the printing plate, 
whether the printing plate is located with the exposure layer on top, or with the rear at 
the top, or whether a printing plate is present at all, before providing the printing plates 
for further processing, has not been found in the prior art. 

Response to Arguments 
8. Applicant's arguments filed 9/27/07 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

The main argument centers on the Menard reference detecting the presence or 
absence of an interleaf that may adhere to the underside of the media plate and that 
Menard only discloses the same and that the rear may not be the exposure layer. In 
response, it is noted that these remarks constitute an incomplete summary of the 
primary reference since Menard teaches sensors that detect interlayer sheets that may 
adhere to the top or the underside of the media plates (col. 11, line 1-2), with a 
sophisticated controller 21 that "further includes a central processor 560" (col. 18, line 
58) that coordinates signal and imaging information besides plate and interlayer sensor 
decisions. The applicant further admits that Menard "two different kinds of paper 
sensors" (Remarks, p. 10). 

In response to applicant's argument that the references fail to show certain 
features of applicant's invention, it is noted that the features upon which applicant relies 
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(i.e., different surfaces of printing plates; plastic or other non-metallic carrier materials ) 
are not recited in the rejected claim(s). Although the claims are interpreted in light of 
the specification, limitations from the specification are not read into the claims. See In 
re Van Geuns, 988 F.2d 1181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). 

With the controller 21 (col. 14, line 25) "which determines that an interleaf is 
present" (col. 13, line 21) and an inductive coil (col. 13, line 12) for sensing metallic 
material of the plates at a distance, as well as a conductive paper sensor (col. 13, line 
42), Menard provides the same apparatus as the instant invention and more. 
Furthermore, in light of the specification, the applicant admits that "there are resistance 
ranges which are typical and can be separated from one another" (instant disclosure, p. 
14, line 24-25), which describes the use of a simple conductivity sensor that measures 
resistance, which is the same as Menard's conductive paper sensor 149, coupled to the 
computerized controller 21 (col. 13, line 42), used for the same purpose. Menard also 
uses two electrical contacts (151, 153, Fig. 7a and col. 13, line 55-56) just like the 
applicant's sensor electrodes (31, 32, Fig. 3A) of the instant invention for contacting the 
same surface in question. 

In response to applicant's argument that Menard does not use his sensors and 
evaluation device to distinguish between the exposure layer, the interlayers, and the 
rear underside of the printing plates, a recitation of the intended use of the claimed 
invention must result in a structural difference between the claimed invention and the 
prior art in order to patentably distinguish the claimed invention from the prior art. If the 
prior art structure is capable of performing the intended use, then it meets the claim. As 
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claimed, Menard meets the requirement for an evaluation device, with the same 
structure, and is capable of performing the intended use for the same purpose. 

Regarding the secondary references Ganton, Pratt and Nakamura, no 
substantive arguments are presented other than the allegation that they do not make up 
for the deficiencies of the primary reference and all of the dependent claims are 
allowable. In conclusion, it is noted that the long-standing indication of allowable subject 
matter as a method claim adapted from claim 17 has not been incorporated into 
apparatus claim 21. Therefore, the reasons for indicating allowable subject matter 
details the entire claim language as well. 

Conclusion 

9. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Thomas F. Valone whose telephone number is 571-272- 
8896. The examiner can normally be reached on 10-6:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Andrew Hirshfeld can be reached on 571-272-2168. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 





Thomas Valone, PhD, PE 
Patent Examiner 
Art Unit 2858 
571-272-8896 



